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strength in war, it is not necessary that they should use
it for purposes of aggression. The strong man armed,
of whom we hear so much, need not be a bully. He
may scorn to use his strength for any purpose but the
defence of his undoubted rights; and he may prefer to
leave his claims to the decision of an impartial tribunal,
rather than to enforce them by the might of his own
hands. And this is just what we believe there is a
tendency among civilised states to do. Peoples and
rulers are slowly coming to regard war as a calamity to
be avoided by all honourable means. We need not
waste time in an attempt to reply to the cheap sneers
of those who habitually mock at the moral and spiritual
forces by which the world is in the long run ruled. The
clever cynics of to-day may be left to their comfortable
belief in the permanence of savagery. It is demon-
strably false; but no demonstration will ever convince
them that justice, mercy and truth are great powers in
human life. To objectors of another kind, who feel
compelled by the pressure of hard facts which they
cannot ignore to refuse credence to any theory of an
advance, however gradual, towards perpetual peace, a
very different answer is due. It is said that the inter-
national conflicts of recent times have been numerous
and severe, and that in. no single year from 1815 to 1860
has England been free from war, or from some dispute
likely to lead to war. We may, I think, at once claim
the disputes which were likely to lead to war, but did
not, as evidence on our side of the argument. Their
settlement without resort to hostilities shews a pacific dis-
position among the parties to them. With regard to the
wars themselves, very few of them were waged in Europe.
Of these few only one, the Crimean War, was a great
L. E.                                                             IS